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it may be argued, the control of such a fundamental
element in our society must be in the hands of elected
representatives. Yet, when we consider the range of
ideas included in the word c education/ we are justified in
becoming doubtful. It is not only matters of administration
and finance that are in question; it is ultimately the whole
idealism and culture of our society. The scope of an
omnicompetent education authority embraces in one
vision the problems of plumbing and those of belief. It
was for this reason that the highest duty of Plato's
philosopher-kings was to be the supervision of education.
In much that is included in the term ' education' the
elected body is perfectly fitted to be the final authority.
Society has a responsibility for certain minimum standards
in the schools, of health, of attendance, of buildings, and
so on, and that responsibility is probably best discharged in
the first place through local government. But over other
educational questions this is not necessarily the case. There
are few who seriously maintain, for example, that local
education authorities are competent to administer
universities. Yet the intellectual and spiritual problems in
the highest forms of some schools are not vastly different
from those of the university. The competence of an
education committee usually is, and always should be,
increased by the presence of co-opted members. But some
element of limitation remains. It is a sometimes vague
and inarticulate feeling that there are some aspects of
education beyond the legitimate scope of the local
authority that leads to the often misdirected and doctrin-
aire rejection of its authority altogether. When we analyse
such distrust we find that it is control over the content of
education that gives rise to it Though the individual